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MCI Telecommunl ations Corporation (MCI) hereby submits its

~omments in response to the Commission's Notice of Proposed Rule

Making (NPRM), relea:;ed August 11, 1995, FCC 95-285 1 in the

abcve'-captioned matt -']. The Commission LS requesting comments on

proposals to "stream lne" application and licensing procedures

and requirements fo] satellite space and earth stations under

Pa t 25 of its rule~ MCI generally supports the proposals 1n

the NPRM and lauds ' lP Commi ssion' s efforts to eliminate

unnecessary regulate -v requlrements and to reduce paperwork.

However, as outlined below, MCI is concerned that the practical

consequences of seve 'al of the proposals may be

COLnt.erproduct i ve .

INTRODUCTION

A number of adv~nces in satellite technology have occurred

over the past sever;i years that were not contemplated when the

:~ommlssion last concLlcted a comprehensive review of Part 25.

These have precipitrited this proceeding in which l among other
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hlngs, the Commissi n would remove the construction permit

ceq.lirement for spacf st:at ions, relax rules governing space

station licensee rep, rts, eliminate application requirements for

tDe lined orbit opera· lon, medify I icense renewal rules for

emoorary fixed eart statiensC-band Transportablesl and Very

3mall Aperture Terml al (VSAT) eartr. stations, and eliminate the

~eouirement for the eceipt of prlor authorization of minor earth

3tacion modification~ The Commission has invited comments on

:: hese and. other pro}:" sed changes with a view toward

"st ream1 ining" 1 Lcer j ng and report i ng requirements. 2

SATELLITES OPERATING IN INCLINED ORBITS MUST OBTAIN PRIOR
FREQUENCY CO-ORDINAT~~1:L .. .

The Commission s seeking comment on a proposal that would

;,1 ow licensees to b'Slin satellite operat:ions in inclined orbits

without obtaining pI or Commission authorization, but would

require these 1 icens,'es to "update their frequency

'ocrdination. ,,3 MCT supports this proposal, with the

understanding that fequency co-ordination would be required

prlor to permitting ;atel ite operations in inclined orbits. The

~ :Hz band uplinkinc to satellites is shared on a co-primary

ba:cis with "point te point" or "terrestrial" microwave radio

servlces, operating 11 accordance with Part 21 of the

Cornmisslon's rules

NPRM, para

Id. para.L6

A change in a satellite orbit can also
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~'hange the point ing lngle of an associated earth station. In

-urn, this can caUSE interference with terrestrial microwave

radio systems, or Vl a versa. Hence, prior frequency co-

:;rdination in accorO,lnce with Sections 2 .100 (d) and 25.255 of

he Commiss ion'~:; ru ,~i s essent ia1 4

I?ROMPT I PRIOR COMMIS~,ION NOTIFICATION MUST BE REQUIRED OF
::::-BAND TRANSPORTABLE ::JPERATIONS

MCI IS general} supportive of the Commission's proposals

fOl lrcense renewal f C-band Transportables. The proposal that

~ould require C-band Transportable operators to provide notice of

cheir activities to 2entra_ Commission office is particularly

imj.:.<)rtan t ,'i as a cen' ::-al point of not if icat ion would improve the

3bllity of the Commi Slon and interested persons to track C-band

fransportable operat ~)ns. MCl also agrees, for the reasons

areviously mentionec that Jt is essential for the Commission to

ontinue to require requency co-ordination prior to the

~)perat ion of any C l,nd Transportable. h The listing of a

'ommission facsimile number, as proposed, should expedite the

not ification process MCl agrees with the proposal that, prior

to commencing C band ~ransportable operations, operators should

nor ify the Commissic and al licensees of terrestrial facilities

47 C.F.R Se 21.10 (d), Sec. 25.255.

I,

NPRM at para 18

rd. at para. L8.

tJroposed rul~ Sec', 25.277.
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lyIng within coordi~rltion contours of proposed C-band

rransportables." However, in order to provide interested parties

Nith as much time 3E possible to anticipate potential frequency

interference problem , Mel suggests that the Commission also

require a would be ( Band Transportable operator to promptly

oravide notice to tho Commission and potentially affected

ricrowave licensees, after' the operator has made a decision that

it will be offering :ervice

fHE COMMISSION SHOUL:' REVIEW EARTH STATION LOCATION CHANGES OF
JNE SECOND OR MORE

In principle, W'= agrees with the proposal that when

frequencies of othel c'omrrmnications systems would not be affected

by slight modificat Ins of earth stations, notice to the

:ommission should be requlred only after these modifications have

been made. 4 However

:hange standard of

MCl believes that the proposed location

seconds lin either latitude or longitude)

fOI earth stations ([leratlng in the Ku-band is not a reasonable

:)ne for distinguishl iej between "maj or" and "minor" earth station

Tlodifications. It I; c:ri tical that the C:ommission develop a

meaningful standard tere to make this distinction since frequency

o ordination proced Ires should continue to be followed for earth

station changes that could potentially interfere with other

operators, while freIuency c:o-ordination is unnecessary for minor

ld.

NPRM at para
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mod fications of no real consequence to others. Typically, earth

sta ion modification 8f less than one second in either latitude

.lr ongitude will no have a significant effect on the potential

01 interference to ther users of those frequencies. However,

ear h station modifi ations can, as previously noted, have a

sig~ificant effect 0 terrestrial microwave systems. Because the

IJotent al Eor freque: cy interference increases significantly with

('halges Ln earth stat ions of one second r more, the Commission

she lId require frequ~rcy co-ordination for changes of this

'nag "Il tude.

OTHER MATTERE _. WILL REQUIRE COMMISSION ACTION

MCI agrees that the Commission should adopt Adjacent

Satellite Interferen e Analysis (ASIAl as the standard program

ten analyzing freque: cy interference, but believes that this

::iat3.base is too impo' tant tc be updated only "when there is a new

orccessing round. ,,1(\ BecaUSE the data must be relatively current

fOl interference ana yses, Mel submits that the database should

De updated at least ,nee a '{ear, It lS also recommended that the

-'ommi ssi on require tat a 1 Lnformat ion essential to performing

frequency and sensit vity a~alyses be made publicly available.

C'onfidential treatme il of information should be limited to

('ommercial informat j,n havinq no impact on engineering and

se~sitivity analyse~

MCl supports t ' proposal to reduce reporting for space

tU ld.
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~3ta ions operators f l:)m twice to once per year. 11 rf, as the

r:ommission proposes, reports were to be due on June 30th of each

Year, MCl suggests ttat the Commission also specify that report

Lnf~rmation be currel t up to March 30th of the report year. This

\\lOU Ld require that d, ta be sufficiently current for meaningful

ina lysis of on-going operations but would minimize preparation

proolems presented t, ~he need to collect data during the weeks

immediately prior tc the report deadline

While Mcr suppa ts an extension beyond the current 48 months

ill owed for VSAT lie 'nsees to complete construction of their

net works, 12 MCr oppe ;es el iminat ion of the requirement for VSAT

II ensees to report c: the Commission, on a yearly basis, the

nUHlber of VSAT stat: ms actually constructed during the most

ret ent twelve-month :>eriod. 11 Since a detailed understanding of

CUlrent VSAT satell e networks is essential and because "VSAT

i ensees will cant me to bJild-out their systems

agoressively, ,,14 i t\lould not be unreasonable to require that

i 'ensees report ann lall y on the number of new VSAT stations

placed In operation

Ii rd. at para 13.

12 rd. at para 19

1\ rd. at para 20.

14 rd. at para 19.
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CONCLUSION

WHEREFORE, MCl :upport8 the Commission's proposed

T,odific:ations to PaY' 2S of ts rules, subject to the

noctifications discus ed hereln.

Respectfully,

), / :.~
Gregpry F. lnt!ciccia
Donald J. Elardo
1801 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006
(202) 887-2411

By:

!jct ::)ber 4, 1995 Its At~torneys
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